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During the 17th century, optics underwent radical changes. 
New laws and phenomena were discovered which led to a better 
understanding of the nature of light. Men who were active in 
this pioneering development were e.g. Kepler, Descartes, Newton 
and Huygens. Thomas Hobbes (1588-1679) lived in that period, 
and after 1630, when he wrote his first optical paper, optics 
was an integral part of his scientific activities. Yet, Hobbes' 
influence on that development was only indirect, the reason for 
this being that his major optical work, Tractatus opticus (1644), 
was relatively inaccessible as the seventh book of Marin Mersenne's 
Optics in Universae geometricae, mixtaque synopsis et bini 
refractionum demonstratum tractatus. 
Hobbes' De Homine was published in 1658 when he was 70 
years old. The optical part is essentially a Latin translation 
of the second part of A minute or first Draught of the Optiques 
which Hobbes wrote in 1646. De Homine was translated into 
German in 1918, except for the optical part, and into Italian 
in 1970. The book under review is a translation into French, 
including a preface, an introduction and a set of annotations. 
As far as I can judge, the translation is elegant and scholarly. 
The figures are reproductions taken from the original text. 
Originally, Hobbes had the intention of writing a trilogy, 
De Corpore, De Homine, and De Cive, treating physics, physiology 
and politics, written within the framework of the new philosophy, 
that is from a mechanistic point of view. This programme was 
not carried out in that order. me Give was published in 1642, 
De Corpore in 1655, and De Homine in 1658. The last is rather 
strangely composed. After an introduction follow eight chapters 
on language of science, attraction and aversion, the passions, 
and religion. In the preface, Vasco Ronchi gives his own explan- 
ation of the structure of the book. Hobbes was seventy when 
he wrote, but much of the material for it was already written 
many years before. He did not feel so very enthusiastic about 
it any longer, but still felt a kind of obligation to fulfill 
the programme. Therefore, he simply put together what was before 
him, without trying to unify the material properly. 
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In his notes which follow each chapter, Maurin gives 
explanations to the text, and has succeeded in giving a rather 
well balanced account of the successes and failures in Hobbes’ 
book. It is a pleasure to see in how careful and detailed a 
manner Maurin has commented on Hobbes’ text. 
In the preface Ronchi has followed the development of 
optics from antiquity to the time of Hobbes. Especially Kepler’s 
contribution to optics is considered, and Ronchi tries to 
understand how, in the De Homine, Hobbes locates an object by 
referring back to Kepler’s Paralipomena ad Vitellionum and 
Dioptrica. This is a very interesting interpretation. However, 
neither Ronchi in his preface nor Maurin in his notes has 
considered De Homine in the context of Hobbes’ other writings. 
It would have been interesting and desirable to see how me Homine 
fits into the internal development of Hobbesl ideas of optics. 
At least a bibliography of relevant secondary literature should 
have been offered the reader as a guide to further studies. 
In summary we have here a readable book, a good translation, 
a valuable introduction and notes. Yet a critical edition and 
a scholarly analysis of the role played by L& Homine in the 
optical revolution of the 17th century is still wanted. 
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The major facts of the history of linear perspective are 
reasonably well known and are not changed by this book. That 
which is new, interesting, and significant in it is conjectural, 
but well supported by literary and experimental evidence as well 
as by arguments. 
The author is an art historian. A person seeking data 
solely on mathematics and its history, per se, will find little 
in this book, but one who also seeks the motivation for and 
immediate causes of new developments, as well as the connections 
between mathematics and such aspects of our culture as art, 
commerce, science, p hilosophy, and religion will find it 
interesting. 
The facts of the history of perspective are listed in a 
brief, introductory, chronological outline. They include: the 
early Greek interest in “optics” (direct vision or “perspective,” 
reflection, refraction) as in Euclid’s presentation of a 
sequence of theorems and proofs; the use of perspective in the 
Greek theatre and Roman architecture; Arabic writings on optics 
followed by such European expositors as Roger Bacon and John 
